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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed August 10, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Claims 1-21 are currently pending. 

2. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by Kato et 
al. 

3. The applicant argues that the prior art does not teach, "determining if the 
segment can be reconstructed from at least another video picture based on motion- 
compensated interpolation applied to the other video picture". The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The applicant admits that the prior art uses motion estimation 
(ME) residue to calculate the degree of coding difficulty, which is well known in the art to 
relate to motion-compensation. If the picture is too difficult then the prior art discloses 
that the block is skipped, which means that the segment cannot be reconstructed. 

4. The applicant argues that the prior art does not teach, "reconstructing the 
segment from at least another video picture based on motion-compensated interpolation 
applied to the other video picture". The examiner respectfully disagrees. The applicant 
admits that the prior art uses motion estimation (ME) residue to calculate the degree of 
coding difficulty, which is well known in the art to relate to motion-compensation(Kato, 
Fig 9, 52). If the picture is too difficult then the prior art discloses that the block is 
skipped, which means that the segment cannot be reconstructed, but if not then the 
coding process is continued and reconstruction occurs. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kato et 
al (US 6,535,556). 

As per claims 1 , 5, 18, and 19, Kato et al discloses a method and electronic 
device of encoding a video picture, the method comprising: 

for a segment of the video picture determining if the segment can be 
reconstructed from at least another video picture based on motion-compensated 
interpolation (Fig 9, 52; Fig 10, Step SP21) applied to the other video picture (Fig 10, 
Col 15 Ln 6-40 and Col 17 Ln 34-48; the prior art discloses a coding difficulty between I- 
picture and B-pictures ); 

if the segment cannot be reconstructed, encoding the segment (Fig 10, Steps 
SP23 and SP24, Col 17 Ln 49-64); and 

otherwise skipping the segment (Fig 10, Step SP25; Col 17 Ln 65- Col 18 Ln 10). 

As per claims 9, 13, and 17, Kato et al discloses a method of decoding an 
encoded video picture (Fig 9, 49 and 50), the method comprising: 

determining if a segment of the picture is missing (Col 15 Ln 6-40); and 
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if the segment is missing, reconstructing the segment from motion-compensated 
interpolation (Fig 9, 52) applied to at least another video picture (Col 15 Ln 6-40; the 
prior art discloses setting a skip flag to keep track of whether the codec should skip a 
segment). 

As per claims 2, 6, 10, and 14, Kato et al discloses the method of claim 1, 5, 9, 
and 13 wherein the segment comprises a macroblock (Col 4 Ln 22-35). 

As per claim 3,7,11, and 1 5, Kato et al discloses the method of claim 1,5,9, 
and 13 wherein the encoding comprises using a coding scheme compliant with one of 
ISO and ITU video compression standards (Col 1 Ln 18-51 and Col 2 Ln 23-28). 

As per claim 4, 8, 20, and 21 , Kato et al discloses the method of claim 3 and 7 
wherein the coding scheme complies with MPEG-2 and wherein the determining 
comprises: 

decoding an encoded B-picture (Fig 9, 49 and 50; Col 13 Ln 66 - Col 14 Ln 40); 

generating a further picture using motion-compensated interpolation applied to 
the other video picture (Fig 9, 52; Col 14 Ln 29-40); 

determining a difference per macroblock between the decoded B-picture and the 
further picture (Fig 9, 30); and 

evaluating the difference under control of a consistency measure of motion 
vectors associated with the further picture (Fig 9, 30 and 52; Col 14 Ln 29-55). 
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As per claims 12 and 16, Kato et al discloses the method of claim 10 and 14, 
wherein: 

decoding the picture comprises using an MPEG-2 skipped-macroblock condition 
(Col 1 18-21 and Col 2 Ln 23-28, and Col 15 Ln 6-40); and 

writing data, generated by the motion-compensated interpolation to reconstruct 
the macroblock, over further data generated under the skipped-macroblock condition 
(Col 14 Ln 29-55). 

As per claim 19, Kato et al discloses electronic video content information 
encoded such that at decoding at least one segment of at least one picture is to be 
reconstructed using motion-compensated interpolation (Fig 9, 52) performed on at least 
one other picture (Col 14 Ln 29-40). 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chikaodili E. Anyikire whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1445. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 7:30 am to 5 
pm, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571) 272 - 7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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